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PLAIN STATEMENT 


THE CASE 


/ 


RELATING TO 
THE INTENDED ESTABLISHMENT 


OF 


THE PRINCE OP WALES, 


AND TO 


THE MODE PROPOSED TO PARLIAMENT FOR THE, 
DISCHARGE OF HIS DEBTS OUT OF SUCH 
ESTABLISHMENT, 


JV. Hort - | # fr 


I ſhall not be reproached with preſumption, when I aſſert that 
e no authority, however reſpectable, ſhould operate againſt matter 
« of fa. Iwill even go farther, and maintain, that it ceaſes to be 
«© reſpeftable the inftant it endeavours e evade truth or 10 promote 


« falſbood.” 
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— . — — 
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PAINTED FOR T. N. LONGMAN, PATERNOSTER-ROW +4 
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ADVERTISEMENT, 


H E recent application to 

Parliament for an encreaſed 
Eſtabliſhment for the Prince os 
Walgs ge the occaſion of his Marriage, 
and for the diſcharge of his Royal 
Highneſs's Debts, together with the 
proceedings of PaRLIAuE NH conſe- 
quent thereon, having been groſsly 
miſrepreſented ; it is the obje& of 
this Publication to ſtrip the queſtion 
of the meretricious embelliſhments 
of Falſhood and Sophiſtry, and to 
Exhibit it to the public eye in the 
plain but decent garb of Truth and 


Common Senſe. 


PLAIN ö STATEMENT, | 


"Amicus Plato, ſed magis amica Veritas. 


H Jan who would ſeek to avert from 
the Prince any portion of that cenſure 
which he has unqueſtionably deſerved for the 
unwarrantable extravagance which has re- 
duced him to his preſent embarraſſed ſituation, 
and appears likely to be productive of conſe- 
quences more ſerious than any vrhich can re- 
ſult from the perſonal inconveniencies to 
which his Royal Highneſs may be expoſed, 
could neither be deemed the advocate of Truth 
nor the Friend of his Country. But he who 
labours to render ſuch extravagance a ground 
of popular diſcontent, to enlarge the ſphere 
of its influence beyond its actual limits, to 
extend the cenſure it extorts to thoſe to whom 
it cannot poſſibly attach, and to miſrepreſent 
the 
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and the regulations which it is about to pro- 
duce, has not merely leſs powerful claims to 
public approbation, oh the ſcore either of ve 
racity or of patriotiſm, but, in fact, deſerves 
the ſevereſt reprobattott; 


In a popular Pamphlet; in which ſome 
feeble rays of truth are deſcried faintly-beam- 
ing through a thick cloud of calumny, 
and a ſmall portion of well-founded cenſure 
appears amidſt a ſurrounding gd. of - 
acrimonious invective, it is poſitively aſ- 
ſerted, that by the Meſſage from the 
King to the Houſe of Commons in May 
1787, bis Majeſty ſolemnly pledged himſelf; 
that the Prince would never contract any 
debts in future ; that no future application 
ſhould ever be made to Parliament for the 
payment of His Royal Highneſs': s debts by 
the Nation; and that the late Meſſage to 
Parliament from the Throne is an application 
for the payment of debts (by the Nation) 
contracted fince that time; by which THE 
King has been guilty of a breach of promiſe, 
of a violation of his royal word *. 


* See pages 1. 7. 14. of « A Letter to the Prince 


« of Wales.” 1 
IHE 


Cn 


Tut man who, without faite 1 
againſt his Sovereign a charge of falſhood, 
mould, at leaſt, be careful not to ſubject 
himſelf to a ſimilar imputation, but unequivo- 
cally to evince his rooted * of *. 
vice he ſo loudly condertiris, b the mo 
rigid adherence to truth. In alls to hs 
aſſertions I have noticed, I aver, that the King 
did nor, by his Meſſage to the Houſe in May 
1787, pledge himſelf, in the ſmalleſt degree, 
that the Prince ſhould contract no farther 
debts, and that no. future application ſhould 
be made to Parliament for the diſcharge of 
his debts ; that the late Meſſage to Parliamerit 
from the Throne was not an application for 
the payment of the Prince's debts by the 
Nation; and that the King has not been 
guilty of a breach of promiſe, hor of a viola- 
tion of his word. On this point, therefore; 
I am completely at iſſue with the Author of 
the Pamphlet, and the Public muſt decide to 
which of us the * of falſhood Ines to 
be affixed. 


Int order to ſet this matter iti 4 fair point 
of 2 it will ſuffice to ſtate, as briefly as 
— may 


1% 


may be, the 88 S of the 
tranſaction upon which the queſtion ariſes, 


O the —— 787, a Meſ- 
ſage from the King was delivered to the 
Houſe of Commons, the object of which was, 
to requeſt the aſſiſtance of Parliament in the 
diſcharge of a debt contracted by the Prince 
to the amount of 193, 6481. The only parts 
of that Meſſage which relate to the future 
conduct of the Prince are the following: 
HIS Majeſty could not, however, expect 
or deſire the aſſiſtance of this Houſe but on 
<« a well- grounded expe#ation, that the Prince 
% will avoid contracting _y end in e, 


8 _ his Nigel has the ketiskaction 
to inſorm the Houſe, that Tyr PRINCE or 
«© WAI Es has given nis MAJESTY the fulleſt 
« aſſurance of his determination to confine 
<« his future expences within his income, and 
& has alſo ſettled a plan for arranging thoſe 
„ expences in the ſeveral departments, and 
* for fixing an order for payment under ſuch 
40 n. as his * trufis will effec- 

* tually 


— 
— 
| 

— 


bs tually ſecure the . execution ol the 
60 Prince”: 5 intentions *. wy 55 


Do theſe paſſages exhibit anything like a 
prom iſe Do they contain anything. which . 
even the ſubtle 1 ingenuity of inventive. malice 
can conſtrue into a pledge, on the part. of hit 
Majeſty, that the Prince ſhould. in future 
contract no debts, and make no future appli- 
cation to Parliament? Is there any one ex- 
preſſion that can, even by the moſt forced 
conſtruction, be made to bear ſuch an inter- 
pretation? The King merely informed the 
Houſe, that he 555 good reaſon to erpect 
that the Prince would contract no farther 
debts, and that he had received from his ſon 
the ſtrongeſt aſſurances of future economy, 
Indeed, it is abſurd to ſuppoſe, that his Majeſty 
would pledge himſelf for the prudence of that 
conduct over which he had no kind of control. 
The Prince, however, was certainly bound to 
abide by the aſſurances he had given, ſince 


I have taken the — of; the Meike from 
« Woodfall's Parliamentary Reports: ;“ and as Mr. 
Woodfall's accuracy, as a Reporter, has never yet been 
queſtioned, 1 have every reaſon bee believe they are 
2 ſtated. 

B 2 we 


{ 2 ) ; 
we have been told, from authority, that the 
Mcſtige vs was read to his Royal Highneſs, be- 
fore it was delivered to the Houſe ; of courſe 
it had his concurrence, and, as far as relates to 
the aſſurances i it contained, the Meſſage may 
be conſidered as bis c own. For any breach of 


fu © TT. 


promiſe, therefore, or, to ſpeak more correct- 
ht, for any failure to abide by the determina- 
tion he had formed, the Prince alone i is reſpon- 
fible; the King capnot, poflibly, be implicated 
int e guilt, nor, conſequently, expoſed to the | 
cenſure it incurs. His Majeſty, on the con- 
trary, is entitled to approbation for his volun- 
tary efforts to prevent ſuch failure, by an addi- | 
tion of Ten Thouſand Pounds to the annual 
income of his ſon, which he cauſed to be paid 


out of the Civil Lift, 


© PARLIAMENT having voted an adequate 
fur for the diſcharge of the debt, and acceded 
to the propriety. of granting an increaſed 
income, nothing farther was heard from the 
Throne, cn the ſubject of the Heir-Apparent, 
until the rwenty- -ſevetith of April, when 
Mr. Pitt delivered a Meſſage from the King 
to the Houſe of C ommons. The profuſion of 
which 
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which the Prince was guilty i in the interval 
of eight years which occurred between the 
delivery of the two Meſſages, when it did 
not tend to the ſupport of that ſplendor and 
dignity 1 which it became him to diſplay, but 
was rendered conducive to gratifications un: 
worthy of his rank and ſtation, is indiſputably 
obnoxious to cenſure ; and, whether we 
conſider the pernicious tendency of the exam 
ple, or the breach of promiſe implied, or vio« 
lation of aſſurances given in the Meſſage of 
1787, it will, probably, by moſt, be regarded 
as ſufficient to juſtify the poignant language 
of reproof. But cenſure, however deſerved, 

muſt ſurely have bounds; and even to reproof 
does juſtice preſcribe limitations, Though 
reduced, by extreme imprudence, to extreme 
embarraſſments, the Prince never harboured 
the prepoſterous idea of loading the Nation 
with his Debts; but concurred in the opinion 
of his Royal F ather, that as the error had 
been his, his ſhould be the inconvenience that 
muſt reſult from che application of the res 


medy. 
Tus neceſſity of a radical reform in the 


application of the Prince's revenue, which 
could 


and the public voice at once proclaimed her 
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could only be effected by a total change i in his 
mode of life, having been demonſtrated and 


acknowledged, the firſt ſtep towards the 
accompliſhment of this deſirable object was 
his feparation from one who had certainly 
contributed, in no ſmall degree, to ſwell the 
liſt of his Debts—who, i in direct contradiction 
to the conſcientious opinion of Divines of her 
own perſuaf on, had aſſumed a character un- 
ſanctioned by Religion, and diſavowed by Law 
and who still continues to inſult the Public 
by a diſplay of parade unſuitable to her ſitua- 
tion, and by the exbibition of certain charac- 


teriſtic decorations appropriate only to that 


ſphere in which the was never deſtined 0 
move, 


IN farther purſuance of this laudable 15. 
tem of reſorm, his Royal Highneſs liſtened to 
the prudent ſuggeſtions of ks real friends, 
and Snradted a marriage ſanctioned by the 
approbation of his family and the applauſe of 
the Nation. With honeft effuſions of un- 
feigned zeal, the people loudly welcomed the 
lovely ftranger to their hoſpitable fhores ; 


the 
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the fair harbinger of domeſtic peace, and 
hailed her as the certain pledge of laſting : re- 


formation. 


Tus neceſſar 7 conſequence of this mar- 
riage was an application to Parliament from 
the Throne for an increaſed Eſtabliſhment, 
that might enable the Prince to bear the un- 
Wa expence of his new ſituation an 
application which has invariably been made 
on all ſimilar occaſions, and which has never 
incurred the ſmalleſt blame, nor experienced 
the ſmalleſt reſiſtance. 


Bor the Meſſage delivered to the Houſe of 
Commons on the twenty-ſeventh of April 
has been repreſented,. by the Author of 
«© Fe Letter to the Prince,“ as differing 
from all former Meſſages —as being, in fact, 

a ſecond call upon the x aber for the diſcharge 
of the Prince's engagements F—a ſolicitation 
to Parliament for an enormous ſum amount- 
« ing to near a ape, to diſcharge debts wan- 
e tonly contracted +.” How far the fact i is as 
this Writer repfolants. it to be, I ſhall now 


2 Page . I Page 3. ; 
pred 


En 


to ſhew from the Meſſige itſelf, 
which begins thus: | 


« Hts Majeſty relies on the liberality and 
44 Affection of his faithful Commons; and on 
6 the cordial intereſt which they have mani- 


« feſted in the happy event of the nuptials 
t of the Prince and Princeſs of Wales, that 


<« they will be ready to concur in ſuch provi- 
c fion as they may judge neceſſary to enable 
<« his Majefty 20 ſettle an eſtabliſpment for the 
4% Prince and Princeſs fuited to their rank and 
« dignity.” 


Titus far, I apprehend, it will ſearcely be 
contended, that this Meſſage differs from any 
former Meflage preſented on a fimilar vecafion. 
It merely fAlicits for the illuſtrious pair ſach 
an Eſtabliſhment as Parliament may think 
neceſſary. Had the Meſfage proceeded no 
farther, the Writer of the Letter would not 
| have had even a pretext for the groundleſs 
| .affertion that the Prince had called a fecond 
time on the People to pay his debts. But 
the reader doubtleſs expects to find, in the 
ſubſequent parts of this „ an applica- 


tion 
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ton for a farther ſum of near a million,“ 
in addition to the proviſion for the Eſtabliſh- 
ment, that will juſtify the aſſertion I have 
ventured to ſtigmatize as pe Loet 


the F ſpeak for itſelf. 


. ths: 40 as; in-all other relpects ſo 
" ſatisfactory, his Majeſty feels the deepeſt 
© regret in being under the neceſſity of com- 
* municating to the Houſe, that the benefit 
© of any ſettlement to be now made cannot be 
e effectually ſecured to the Prince of Wales, 
* without providing the means of freeing him 
« from incumbrances to a _ amount, to 
6% which + hei is now aua 725 


* Wi ſhall now tn | i * the King 
wiſhed to be adopted for the removal of theſe 
incumbrances, and whether or not he aſked 
for a ſum amounting to near a million, 
or even for a ars, Jaribing. 


. ons as his Majeſty muſt necedieily 
< be, particularly under the preſent cireum- 
*6 ſtances, to relieve the Prince of Wales from 

CG: 1 ce 


( 38 
«. theſe difficulties, ms" MaJzsTY ENTER- 
% TAINs No IDEA' oF PROPOSING” TO His 
© PARLIAMENT TO MAKE ANY PROVISION 
© POR THIS OBJECT, OTHERWISE THAN BY 
„ THE APPLICATION OF A PART of THE. 
* INCOME WHICH MAY BE SETTLED ON 
* THE PRINCE; but he earneſtly recom- 
* mends it to the Houſe to conſider of the 
* propriety of thus providing for the gradual 
* diſcharge of theſe incumbrances, by appro- 
* priating and ſecuring, for a given term, the 
e revenues ariſing from the Duchy of Corn- 
* wall, together with z proportion of the 
*< Prince's. other annual income.” What 
words can be more plain and unequivocal, 
leſs open to miſconſtruction, leſs liable to 
miſtake'? How any man, with this Meſſage 
before his eyes, can have the confidence to 
aſſert, that it contains either a breach of any 
promiſe or pledge given, or even /uppoſed to 
be given, by his Majeſty, in the Meſſage of 
1787, or a ſecond call on the People by the 
Prince to pay his debts, is to me, I confeſs, 
inconceivable. It is really wonderful, that 
the Author of the Pamphlet ſhould not have 
been Aware, that, by accuſing his Sovereign on 
ſuch 


ſuch grounds as theſe, of having violated his 
word, he ſubjeted himſe/f to the charge of 
havingadvanced a palpable and deliberate alle 
Hood, as well as to that of a groſs violation of 
decency—of a ſhocking. breach of his _ 
and 33 | 74 


Ir Þ evidai from the Meſſage, that no 
application has been made to Parliament, on 
behalf of the Prince of Wales, for one fingle 
farthing towards the payment of his debts; 
that thoſe debts are to be paid entirely. out of 
his annual income; and that conſequently he 
alone will experience, as in juſtice he ought, 
the evil effects of his own imprudence i in hav- 
| ing contracted them. 


Tuz only point for confilleranicn appears 
to have been, the quantum of the allowance 
to be granted to his Royal Highneſs ; and 
whether the ſum of One Hundred and 
Twenty-Five Thouſand Pounds, excluſive of 
the revenue of the Duchy of Cornwall, as 
propoſed by Mr, Pitt, was to be regarded as 
too ample an income. A very conſiderable 
ts in the Houſe of Commons have de- 

© 2 . . cided, 


<ided, that it is not too ample ;' and, in my 
opinion, they have decided wiſely and juſtly. 
One Hundred Thouſand Pounds was the 
; income allotted to his Grandfather; and when 
ve conſider the great riſe which has taken 
place in the price of every article of general 
conſumption within the laſt forty years, to 
ſay nothing of the increaſed expence ariſing 
from the difference in the mode and habits of 
faſhionable life, (which ought, however, for 
| obvious reaſons, to be included in the calcu- 
| | lation) the addition of Twenty-Five Thouſand 
| 


Pounds muſt certainly appear to be rather an 
Inadequate than an exorbitant increaſe. —If a 
due proportion had been obſerved, the increaſe 
muſt have been much more conſiderable. 
Some Members, indeed, mentioned the preſent 
q ſtate of the kingdom as an objection to the 
| propoſed augmentation ; but thoſe Gentlemen 
ſeem to have forgotten, that if ourexpenditure 
be increaſed, ſo are our reſources, beyond all 
example; and that the kingdom, all circum- 
ſtances conſidered, is in a much more flou- 
riſhing ſtate than it was in at the period when 
the income of the late Prince of Wales was 
eſtabliſhed. I mean to ſay, that the Nation 

1 


_ — — — = 
— — 5 n a 0 * 


Can IJ 


is now better able to allow One Hundred and 
Twenty-Five Thouſand Pounds a- year to the 
Heir-Apparent than it was to allot One 
Hundred Thouſand Pounds for the ſame 
purpoſe forty years ago. The neceſſity of 
ſupporting the dignity of the Heir-Appareat 
it is needleſs to enforce ; every Engliſhman 
muſt know, that his Royal Highneſs forms 
an eſſential, nay a uital, part of that Conſtitu- 
tion which it is both the duty and the inte- 
reſt of every individual to maintain. Eh 


_Havins thus faithfully ſtated the real ob- 
ject of the King's Meſſage, let me now aſk, If 
all thoſe parts had been omitted which relate 
to the regulations ſuggeſted for the diſcharge 
of the Debts, whether a queſtion would have 
ariſen on the ſubject, or a murmur of diſcon- 
tent have been heard? I think I am war- 
ranted in aſſerting, that the Bill for the Eſtab- 
liſhment would have paſſed with unanimity, 
and the Public have never been addreſſed upon 
the point. Admitting this to have been the 
caſe, and ſuppoſing the Prince were, under 
theſe circumſtances, to apply to Parliament, 
during the next Seſſion, requeſting their aſ- 
ſiſtance 
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ſiſtanee in appropriating a part of his income, 
already granted, to the payment of his Debts ; 
What ſenſation would ſuch a ſtep excite in 


the minds of Parliament, and of the Public? 
Would it not incur univerſal approbation, and 
command univerſal applauſe? Certain I am, 
that the attention it would diſplay to the 
claims of juſtice aught to produce ſuch an 
effect. Let me then aſk, What conſtitutes the 
difference in reſpect of the Public, between 
that mode of proceeding, and the mode adopt - 


ed in the preſent inſtance ? I defy the moſt 


ingenious ſophiſter to make it appear that 


that ſhould command approbation, and 151. 


cenſure, The Houſe of Commons voted 
the Eſtabliſhment in the firſt inſtance ; and 


then proceeded to regulate the plan for the 
diſcharge of the Debts out of ſuch Eſtabliſh- 
ment. Whether an interval of a day or an 
interval of a year were ſuffered to elapſe be- : 


tween the adoption of the firſt, and the con- 
ſideration of the laſt meaſure, it could make 
no poſſible difference in the nature of the 
1 its . muſt be e the 


f co 


Fur 
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Bor the laſt Meſſage is ſtated, in the Pub- 
lication to which J have ſo frequently advert- 
ed, to be unlike the firſt, inaſmuch as it 
« was. not accompanied by any affurance, 
either from the King or His Royal High- 
& neſs, that no future demand of the kind 
(that is, for the payment of debts) ſhould 
4« be repeated ;*”—and we are told, that this 
* warrants a belief, that the parties conſider 
„ themſelves entitled to call on the extra 
bounty of the Nation whenever they think 
proper, or that the aſſurance was not given 
« becauſe its veracity could not be relied on *. 
The inſinuation is as falſe and indecent as the 
inference is unwarrantable. Any perſon, 
who had attended to the conſtruction of this 
paſſage, without reading the Meffage, would 
naturally be led to conclude, that the latter 
contained not a ſyllable on the ſubje& of future 
economy. Let me once more oppoſe fact to 
miſrepreſentation—the Meſſage to the Letter. 
The Meſſage concludes thus: And his 
«© Majeſty will be ready and deſirous to con- 
e curin any provifions which the wiſdom of 


«< Parliament 


( 24 ) 


« Parliament may ſuggeſt for the purpoſe 
of eſtabliſhing a regular and punctual order 
« of payment in the Prince's future expen- 
% diture, and of guarding again/ the poſſibi- 
« tity of the Prince being again involved in fo 
« painful and embarraſſing a ſituation.” 


Iso be glad to learn from this mode 

Author, whether he will deny that the pro- 
poſal of regulations calculated to prevent the 
poſſibility of incurring debts in future, is the 
beſt aſſurance and the beſt pledge that can be 
given that no ſuch Debts ſhall be incurred? 
believe there is no honeſt man in the king- 
dom that will for a moment maintain, that, 
after ſuch a propoſal, to hold the weaker lan- 
guage of aſſurance would be the height of 
abſurdity. The aſſertion, that the Meſſage 
of 1795 is unlike the Meſſage of 1787, is as 
correct as the inference drawn from it is falſe ; 
the latter was an extraordinary application to 
Parliament for the payment of Debts - the 
former was a cuſtomary application, invariably 
made on the marriage of the * 
for a ſuitable proviſion. 


FROM 


4-44 


"From this wee ſtatement of fats it ap- 
pears, that the people are not called upon to 
contribute a ſingle farthing to the payment 
of the Prince's Debts; . that thoſe Debts are to 
be entirely diſcharged out of the proviſion 
made for His Royal Highneſs by Parliament ; 
and that ſuch e e is not greater than it 
would have been if the Prince had not in- 
curred any Debts *. 


_ Tut only exception that can poſſibly occur 
to the general concluſion I have drawn, is 
this—That in the event of the Prince's death 
before his Debts ſhall be diſcharged, and 
previous to his ſucceſſion to the Throne, the 
Nation will be burdened with ſuch a part of 
his Debts as ſhall then remain unpaid. But 


* I am aware it may be urged, that two or three 
Members declared they had voted for the allowance of 
125,000l. in contemplation of the incumbrances to 
which the Prince was ſubject; but it is evident that 
the majority were influenced by no ſuch conſideration ; 
for a doubt having been once ſuggeſted on this ſubject, 
they would not have failed to avail themſelves of the 
oppurteniſty* afforded them, when the queſtion was put 
in the Committee, of declaring that they voted for the 
largeſt ſum propoſed, 'with a view to the Debts, 


D this 
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this contingent riſk is ſo trifling as Cents 


to be worthy of notice; beſides, I conceive, 
even that might he avoided, if it were deemed 
expedient to inſure the Prince's life againſt 
the King's, and to appropriate a farther part 
of the income of the former to that purpoſe. 
Had, indeed, that dye proportion, which I 


before mentioned, been obſerved, and the al- 


lowance of the Prince been made equal to 
that which Parliament granted to his Grand- 


father, this object might have been ſecured 


without any farther diminution of his Royal 
* . * 


Havixe as; many groſs miſrepreſen- 
tations contained in the · Letter to the Prince 
« of Wales,” I would willingly inveſtigate 


the motives which induced the Author to 


publiſh a Pamphlet ſo well calculated to ex- 


cite a ſpirit of diſcontent. But though pre- 


cluded, by the very nature of the caſe, from 


entering upon ſuch an inveſtipation, ſore 


few obſervations upon different paſſages may, 


perhaps, tend to throw a light upon the ſub- 
ject, and at leaſt give birth to probable con- 
| kQures, I make no ſcruple to fay, that if 
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| bis motives had been pure 4 uptight; be 
would, when preferring a moſt ſerious charge 
againſt his Sovereign and the Heir-Apparent 
to the Throne, have diſplayed; in his exhibi- 
tion of facts, a moſt rigid adherence to truth; 
he would have preſerved that perfect con- 
ſiſtency which prevents a poſſibility of con- 
tradiction between actions aud profeſſions ; he 
would not have faid, 5 I have not the leaſt 
by objection that the ſcandalous hiſtories at- 
& tached to Newmarket, and all the little 
& contrivances to abuſe the credulous fim- 
*« plicity of the Nation, ſhould be buried in 
% oblivion” aind yet revive the vety calum- 
ny to which he alluded; by the republication 
of a Letter in which it was advanced and 
propagated &; he would not have been guilty 
of Equivocatiod in ſtating the amount of the 
| Prince” s Debts, l thein at one 


1 . is obſctie, that I conider the 
pretended « Publiſher” as a fictitious perfonage ; nor 
do I believe fo ſhallow .an artifice can make a dupe of 
any man. The obſervations in the Poſtſcript on the 
& Lettets of Neptune and Legioti,” convince me that 
they were written by the Author of the © Letter to the 
«4 Prince of Wales.“ 


D 2 time 


( 28 ) 
time as amounting to near a million *, at 
another, rating them at ſeven hundred thou- 
ſand pounds, and inſinuating that they amount 
to double that ſum ; - he would not have 
ſtated the only point for conſideration, upon 
which he would de/cend to join iſſue 4, to be, 
whether the Prince ought to have confined 
himſelf within his income, a point upon 
which no difference of opinion could ariſe, and 
yet have adverted to various other points, and 
thereby ſubjected himſelf to poſitive contra- 
diction ;—he would not have placed all the | 
faults of the Prince in a prominent point of 
view, and have ſtudiouſly kept his virtues out 
of fi Sht ;—and he would not, while employed 
|» Pages. Log ba 
1 Pages 8. 50. Both theſe 13 are erroneous; - 
the Debts, according to the account delivered to the 
Houſe of Commons, the accuracy of which there can be 
little reaſon to ſuſpect, amount only to 639, 890l. 48. 4d. 
The ſeparate ſums voted towards defraying . the ex- 
pences of the marriage, and completing Carlton-Houſe, 
cannot be taken into the account ; fince it has always 

been cuſtomary, on the marriage of a Prince, to aſſign 
him a certain ſum, independent of his eſtabliſnment, 
for defraying contingent expences ; and Carlton Houſe 
is a public building. ̃ 


1 Pages 40, 41. 


( 29 ) 


in enforcing the wholeſome precepts of vir- 
tue, and the falutary admonitions of pru- 
dence, have neglected to adduce the very ap- 
poſite example of the Royal Parents of His 
Highneſs, whoſe conduct and unblemiſhed 
„ morals have eſſentially contributed to pre- 


«& ſerve from pollution the morals of the 
66 Capital *. 


„ Theſe are the words of a very reſpectable Member 
of the Houſe of Commons, the excellence of whoſe 
character effectually exempts him from all ſuſpicion of 
flattery or miſrepreſentation.— He expreſſed the moft 
ſolemn gratitude to our truly virtuous Sovereign, and, 
with great truth, declared, that ſo long as their example 
was followed, the kingdom would reap infinite advantage. 

(See Mr. Wilberforce's Speech of the 1 5th of May.) 
I cannot omit the following juſt remark on the ſame 
ſubje& of a modern Writer, equally diſtinguiſhed for 
the excellence of his character, and the ſolidity of his 
talents :— 
„ While the Throne exhibits ſo excellent a pattern 
« of all the virtues which can ornament humanity and 
benefit mankind, how ſhould the influence of the 
e bright and uſeful example be communicated, from 
« rank to rank, till it pervade the utmoſt receſſes of 
„ ſociety | Then, indeed, would civil liberty be invi- 
« gorated and adorned by private virtue and * 
t happineſs.“ 


Ir 


(3 ) 
Ir he had been actuated by thoſe motives 
which ought ts influence the mind of every 
true Briton, he would not have endeavoured 
to raiſe an unconſtitutional diſtinction between 
the different Branches of the Legiſlature, by 
repreſenting the Houſe of Commons as the 
moſt valuable and mot important Branch &, 
when every true friend to the Conſtitution 
muſt conſider them all as equally valuable, and 
equally important, becauſe equally eſſential to 
the ſupport of that Conſtitution; He would 
not have ſtated the great object of the War 
to be the preſervation of the Prince and his 
family from ruin +, when he muſt know that 
the War has for its object, the preſervation 
not only of our political Independence, but of 
our Laws, our Religion, our Conſtitution; 
our National Rights as Britoris, our ſocial 


„Page 2: Does not this reſemble the language of 2 
French Jacobin in the year 178g, rather than that of 
an Englith Royaliſt in the year 1795? It was the un- 


_ _ eonftitutional ſuperiority given to the Tiers Eilat, or 


Commons, by the enemies to the State, at the com- 


mencement of the Revolution (a dockrine, be it ob- 


ſerved, which was firſt broached in TON that 
overthrew the Monarchy of France. 


Page 5- 
; comforts 


41 . 


comforts as Men *. He would not have re, 
preſented the Nation as being? moſt op- 
*Pprefrvely and ſbamęfully burthened + ;*" be- 
cauſe oppreſſion, in this ſenſe, implies an an- 
Juft exertion. of power, and is wholly inap- 
plicable to the proceedings of a Britiſh Le- 
giſlature; and becauſe no burthens can be 
deemed ſhameful which are impoſed by the 
Repreſentatives of a Free People, and by that 
People cheerfully ſupported, for the purpoſes 
of ſelf. preſervation and defence. He would 
not have applied the term “ very onerous” 
to the eſtabliſhment of Monarchy , becauſe 
jt conveys a falſe idea to yninformed minds, 
as Monarchy has the advantage of being not 
only the eff, but ultimately the cheapeſt 
eſtabliſhment h. He would not have aſſerted 


* In the n of theſe, the preſervation of the 
Prince and his family, in common with that of every 
other Briton, is maſt. certainly involved; but heir 
preſervation forms no ſeparate and diſtinct object of the 
War, as the words of the Pamphlet imply. 

+ Page 9. 

1 Page 10. 

8 The infant ſtate of America may, perhaps, be cited 
2s an example to invalidate my obſervation : but, I 


apprehend, 


a A 32 ) 
that the liboriaus poor have bet compelled 
to become inſurgents for the preſervation of 
their lives , when he knew that the legal 
rates and voluntary contributions were fully 
adequate to their ſupport ; that Engliſh 
Charity ſhone eminently conſpicuous in the 
annals of human beneyolence ; that the dear- 
neſs of proviſions was not owing to any cir- 
cumſtance which the Government of the 
country could prevent, but to natural cauſes, 
the effects of which ſhould be patiently en- 
dured, as proceeding from the diſpenſations of 
Providence; and that the deſperate and un- 
warrantable reſource of inſurrection, muſt ne- 
ceſſarily encreaſe the very evil it was intended 
to remove. He would not have ſo far deyi- 
ated from the characteriſtic humanity of an 
Engliſh mind, as to — che unfortungte 1 in 


123 it is not a 3 in point, as the 1 CiFe 
cumſtances attending it, render it, in my opinion, an 
exceptian to a rule.— In the Republic of France, the 
mere wages of the Deputies of the Convention coſt the 
people gear half a million ſterling a- year. Reckoning 
800 Deputies at a daily ſtipend of one guinea and a 
half, the exact annual amount of their . would be 
450% 0. og 


Pages 12, 13. 
„ the 


(48-9) 


the 1 hour of canes by exaggerating the 
paſt errors of Princes inured, from their in- 
fancy; to habits of diſſipation; and by calum- 
niating the better part of mankind *;” in 
aſcribing to them an approbation of the ſcan- 
dalous injuſtice and abominable perſecutions 
which thoſe Princes have experienced. And 
be would not, by aſſerting that the Court 
&« of Verſailles was fer dell annihilated +,” 

have given an indirect kind of ſanction to the 
Revolution itſelf, as well as to the foul and 
atrocious murder of that Monarch who was 
at the head of the Court, and whoſe ruin was 
the neceſſary conſequence of its annihilation 
a Monarch, whoſe merits were infinitely ſu- 
perior to any commendations which my pen 
can beſtow ; who amidſt the moſt faſciflating 
allurements obſerved the moſt rigid forbear- 
ance ; and who, in the midſt of temptations 
the beſt calculated to ſeduce from their duty 


* Page 4. | | 

I Page 2. It is not leſs falſe than prepoſterous to 
aſſert, that any extravagancies of which the Princes of 
the Blood Royal in France could be guilty, could oc- 
caſion the Revolution. The man who betrays ſuch 
groſs ignorance of the true cauſe of the French Revolu- 
tion, would do well to be filent on that ſubject. 


E men 


K 


men of exalted rank, diſplayed virtues, which, 
however they may be under rated in the pres 
ſent day, cannot aha to fan aa as ewe 
Fenty EN 090-603 50 F149 15325 


'To comment, in a proper manner, on A 
various paſſages to which I have here referred, 
would require a diſcuſſion of much greater 
length than would be conſiſtent with the plan 

and object of This. publication. Theſe re- 
| ferences, however, will be ſufficient to war- 
rant the concluſions J have drawn, and to 
afford me a complete Juſtification for with- 
holdin g my belief from the ſincerity of thoſe 
profeſſions of the Author which are intended 
to prove his loyalty to the Sovereign, and his 
attachment to the Conſtitution, Though I 
have acknowledged the truth and juſtice of 
| ſome of his obſervations, yet, in my appre- 
benfion, the merit of theſe is ſo much over- 
balanced by the pernicious tendency « of others, 
that I ſhould be leſs ſurprized to find that the 
whole was the production of a ci- devant 
Member of the Jacobin Club, than that it 


eee. 
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| 1 from the pen of a Friend to the 

; = ant By the omiſſion to 
prefix his name to the Letter, the Author has 
certainly with-holden from the Public the 
moſt certain criterion by which they might 
judge of his ſincerity ; and, in my mind, 1 
confeſs, the mere ipſe dixit of an Anonymous 
Writer is inadequate to repel the conviction 
produced by the force of internal evidence. 
But on this, as on all other points to which I 
have here adverted, the Public, to whom, 
with full confidence and due reſpect, I appeal, 
muſt finall y deeide. 


» 


THE END. 


